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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

The attached sheet of drawings is a replacement sheet for the sheet containing 
Fig. 6. The sheet includes replacement Fig. 6, which adds reference numerals 105 and 
106. Support for the replacement Fig. 6 is found in the specification in the paragraphs 
beginning at page 10, line 26, page 1 1 5 line 23, page 12, line 1, page 13, line 4, and 
page 13, line 14. 

Attachment: Replacement Sheet containing Fig. 6. 
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REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action dated April 28 5 2009, the specification has 
been amended to add the reference numeral 105 for the disclosed data bus, and add the 
reference numeral 106 for the disclosed secondary processor. The paragraph 
beginning at page 13, line 4 has been amended to clarify the method disclosed and 
illustrated in Fig. 3. Similarly, the paragraph beginning at page 13, line 14 has been 
amended to clarify the method disclosed and illustrated in Fig. 4. The amendments to 
the specification should obviate the rejection of the claims noted in paragraph 4 of the 
Office Action. The Claims in the Application are 1 - 5, 7 - 14, and 16-23. 

The attached sheet of drawings is a replacement sheet for the sheet containing 
Fig. 6. The sheet includes replacement Fig. 6 which adds reference numerals 105 and 
106. Although the data bus 105 and the secondary processor 106 were clearly 
described in the specification, reference numerals were not originally assigned. The 
drawings now show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. The 
amendments to the specification combined with the attached replacement sheet should 
obviate the objection to the drawings noted in paragraph 2 of the Office Action. 

As would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art by reading the 
specification, drawings, and claims, the secondary processor 106 performs the 
functions of the first data processing apparatus, the second processing apparatus, and 
the vehicle path estimation apparatus. The person of ordinary skill in the art would 
easily appreciate that the embodiments described and illustrated in the specification, 
use a single secondary processor to act as the first data processing apparatus, the 
second processing apparatus, and as the vehicle path estimation apparatus. The 
amendments to the paragraphs beginning at page 13, line 4, and at page 13, line 14 
clarify the steps in the first and second methods, respectively, by more clearly 
specifying that the secondary processor 106 acts as the vehicle path estimation 
apparatus, the first data processing apparatus, and the second processing apparatus, as 
required and disclosed in the claims. 
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Fig. 6 has been amended to more clearly show the disclosed secondary 
processor 106, which is the vehicle path estimation apparatus, the first data processing 
apparatus, and the second processing apparatus. Further, because the secondary 
processor 106 performs the function of the vehicle path estimation apparatus, the first 
data processing apparatus, and the second processing apparatus, the person of ordinary 
skill in the art can easily build, implement, or perform the invention by providing the 
secondary processor 106 described in the specification. The application therefore 
meets the enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. 1 12, and the Examiner's rejection of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 should now be obviated. 

Claims 1-5, 7-14, and 16-23 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by EP 0890470 A2, to Sawamoto et al. (hereinafter "Sawamoto"). 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is 
found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference. 
Verdegaal Bros, v Union Oil Co. of California, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 
1987). The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in 
the claim. Richardson v Suzuki Motor Co. } 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 
The elements must be arranged as required by the Applicants 1 claim. In re Bond, 15 
USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

Claim 1 is drawn to a target vehicle position sensing apparatus for a host 
vehicle comprising, among other features, a first data processing apparatus configured 
to predict a target lane in which a host vehicle will be located when it has traveled 
along a projected path by a distance to the target vehicle. 

The Examiner states that Sawamoto discloses a target vehicle sensing apparatus 
comprising a first data processing apparatus configured to predict a target lane 
(referring to Sawamoto at the Abstract of Disclosure and Figs. 3 and 4) in which the 
host vehicle will be located when it has traveled along the projected path by a distance 
to a target vehicle (also referring to Sawamoto at col. 9, lines 14-44 et. seq., Fig. 7). 
The Examiner argues with particularity that Sawamoto discloses a processor 62 that 
clearly predicts the position of a host vehicle in a future path (referring to Sawamoto at 
col. 9, lines 46 to col. 10, line 1 1), wherein the processor 62 "predicts" the future path 
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of the host vehicle relative to a target vehicle when the host vehicle has traveled a 
distance between the host vehicle and the target vehicle (also referring to Sawamoto at 
col. 9, line 5 1 and col. 10, lines 5-1 1) (see the section 2 on pages 2 and 3 of the Office 
Action dated July 21, 2008). 

Contrary to the Examiner's statements above, Sawamoto does not disclose a 
data processing apparatus that predicts the future path of the host vehicle relative to a 
target vehicle when the host vehicle has traveled a distance between the host vehicle 
and the target vehicle, as recited in Claim 1 . Instead, Sawamoto discloses a lane 
change detector that detects whether a lane change is currently occurring (see 
Sawamoto at col. 6, lines 5 to 9). 

The description of the function of the lane change detector appears between 
column 6, line 29 to column 7, line 12. This portion of the description cites a 
number of alternatives for the detection of lane changes. Each of these has in 
common the fact that they detect whether a lane change is currently occurring. 
The first option is a measurement of the rate of yaw (col. 6, lines 37 to 51). 
Sawamoto discloses: "when the yaw rate sensor ... generates a detected signal in 
excess of the threshold level, the CPU 55 determines that its own vehicle is making 
a lane change, and issues a lane change signal to the processor 6." Note the use of 
the word "is" in the present tense. The same section also applies to the steering 
angle; if it is over a threshold, then the CPU 55 determines the vehicle is making a 
lane change. 

The next option calculates a history of movement of the host vehicle. 
Sawamoto says: "if a lateral displacement corresponding to a lane change occurs in 
the calculating history of movement, then the CPU 55 determines that its own 
vehicle is making a lane change, and issues a lane change signal to the processor 
6" (col. 6, lines 54 to 58). Again, this is to determine whether a lane change is 
currently occurring. Similarly, where positional information from the navigation 
system 55 is used (col. 7, lines 1 to 3) the CPU 55 can determine that the host 
vehicle is making a lane change. The CPU 55 can also determine that its own 
vehicle is making a lane change based on the operation of a direction of the host 
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vehicle (col. 7, lines 4 to 6). Column 7, lines 9 to 12, states that the CPU 55 
determines that the host vehicle is making a lane change from the identified white 
marking line, the yaw aid or the steering wheel of the host vehicle. All of these 
features have in common the fact they work out whether the vehicle is currently 
making a lane change. 

Accordingly, the CPU 55 in Sawamoto is not carrying out a prediction. It is 
required in claim 1 that the first data processing apparatus predict the target lane. 
"Predict" is defined in The Oxford English Dictionary (see The Oxford English 
Dictionary, reprinted 1970, page 1261, vol. VIII, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 
Great Britain) (a copy of the relevant page submitted in an Information Disclosure 
Statement filed November 27, 2006) as "to say beforehand, foretell..." Page 1261 
is attached hereto as Attachment 3. Accordingly, to predict something is to say 
beforehand what that something will be in the future. In Applicants' claims, the 
term "prediction" is qualified by the term "when it has traveled along the projected 
path by the distance to the target object." This is requiring that the prediction be 
of the location of the host vehicle when it has traveled along the projected path by 
the relevant distance. It is not that the prediction is carried out when the host 
vehicle has traveled along the projected path but that the prediction is of the 
location where the host vehicle will be (in the future), once it has traveled along 
the projected path. The Examiner's interpretation of the "when" clause is clearly 
not what is envisaged by the claim when interpreted in light of the specification 
(see MPEP §2111.01) (see the section 4 on page 4 of the Office Action dated August 
14, 2006). The claims therefore require that the prediction is carried out at a first 
instance to determine where the host vehicle will be when it has traveled the 
appropriate distance. This is quite clearly not carried out in Sawamoto. 

In Sawamoto, the processor 6 determines whether a lane change is being 
carried out based on the signal from the lane change detector 5 as discussed above 
(col. 7, lines 13, 16, 17 and 19 to 25). If the lane change is happening, then the 
processor 6 moves the estimated path for its own vehicle in an appropriate direction 
one lane width (col. 7, lines 26 to 28, col. 8, lines 40 to 44). The processor therefore 
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assumes that the host vehicle will travel in this new lane until another lane change is 
detected. There is no prediction of the target lane at the distance to the target 
vehicle. 

The Examiner cites column 9, lines 16 to 41 of Sawamoto as showing that 
Sawamoto discloses a processor for predicting a target lane based on the distance to 
the vehicle (see the section 6 on page 5 of the Office Action dated August 14, 2006). 
Respectfully, however, this is incorrect. The following analysis of the cited section of 
Sawamoto demonstrates that this section does not disclose what the Examiner 
claims it does. Column 9, lines 16 to 28, describes Figs. 6A and 6B. A host 
vehicle Z is shown, traveling along a predicted path Kl. Note that Kl is not a 
distance; column 9, lines 25 to 26, states that Kl is an estimated path for the vehicle 
Z in the present lane. Therefore, it is clear that Kl is not a distance to the target 
vehicle. The path Kl is inherently in the direction of the proceeding vehicle P 
because the proceeding vehicle P is ahead of the host vehicle Z in the same lane. 
Note how there is no disclosure of the distance to the target vehicle P in this 
section with respect to the definition of path Kl (Col. 9, lines 29 to 32); Kl is 
independent of this distance. 

Column 9, lines 33 to 41, discusses what happens when it is determined that 
a lane change is currently occurring. The estimated path Kl is moved by the lane 
width W one lane to the right. As column 9, lines 36 to 38 states, this results in 
tentative path K2 in the new lane. Thus, the path K2 will always be in the lane to 
the right or left of the vehicle once a lane change currently in occurrence is 
detected. There can be no prediction of a target lane at some future point, given 
that the path K2 will always be one lane to the right or to the left of the host 
vehicle; the tentative path is generated such that it is always one lane to the left or 
the right. This tentative path is generated as of the change of lane. It is not a 
prediction of lane changes that will happen in anything other than the immediate 
future whilst the current lane change is occurring. 

It is also to be noted that it is only after the tentative path is generated that it 
is determined whether a vehicle Q is in the new path (col. 9, lines 38 to 41). There 
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is no detection of the distance of the new front vehicle Q in the determination of 
the tentative path K2. The two predictive paths Kl and K2 are therefore 
independent of the distance to the target vehicles P and Q. There is nothing in the 
section cited by the Examiner to state that the prediction is of the target lane in 
which the host vehicle will be once it has traveled the distance to the target 
vehicle, instead, the system assumes that the vehicle is either traveling in the same 
lane or is imminently moving one lane to the left or to the right. There is no 
prediction of a target lane of anything other than the currently-occurring 
maneuver. 

Sawamoto determines whether the host vehicle is changing lanes based on the 
lane change detector discussed above. As Applicants have discussed, this determines 
the host vehicle is currently changing lanes. It does not, however, extend this 
prediction to the lane in which the host vehicle will be in at the required distance. 
Sawamoto does determine a future path for the vehicle. However, there is no 
comparison of this to a target lane. 

The Examiner cites column 7, lines 29 to 54 as showing a prediction of a 
target lane for a host vehicle (see the section 6 on page 6 of the Office Action dated 
August 14, 2006). Column 7, lines 29 to 37 discloses that the processor plots a 
future path for its own vehicle estimated from vehicle speed and steering angle or yaw 
rate of the host vehicle. This is therefore a future path for the vehicle. There is no 
disclosure of comparing this to a target lane. Column 7, lines 38 to 46, adds to this a 
history of movement of the host vehicle. This adds nothing to the calculation of the 
future path of the vehicle and again there is no comparison of the future paths to a 
target lane. Finally, column 7, lines 47 to 54 discusses the detection of a preceding 
vehicle on the estimated path. There is no disclosure in this section of any comparison 
of the future path to a target lane. 

Accordingly, Applicants' assertion that Sawamoto does not predict which lane 
the host vehicle will be in at the required distance still holds valid and the section 
cited by the Examiner does not disclose any detection of what lane the vehicle will 
be in after the vehicle has traveled that distance. Furthermore, Applicants' remarks 
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are no way in contradiction. Sawamoto, as discussed above, determines whether a 
lane change is currently occurring based on the output of a steering rate sensor. 
This is therefore a consideration of what is currently occurring. Applicants use a 
yaw sensor in their invention for the prediction of the future path of the vehicle. 
There is therefore no contradiction in arguments that Sawamoto uses the yaw 
sensor to determine whether a lane change is currently occurring and the use of a 
yaw sensor in the present application to determine what lane the vehicle will be in 
at a defined future point. 

The Examinees analysis of the claims is incorrect. The limitations of the claim 
in dispute are the first and second data processing apparatus. According to claim 1, 
the first data processing apparatus is configured to predict a target lane in which the 
host vehicle will be located when it has travelled along the projected path by the 
distance to the target vehicle. 

Sawamoto may predict a future path for the host vehicle (see col. 7, lines 29 to 
37). It also may determine the relative position of a target vehicle in front of the host 
vehicle (same paragraph), which will include the distance from the host vehicle to the 
target vehicle. However, claim 1 requires that a target lane be determined by the first 
data processing apparatus. 

The target lane is a prediction of the lane in which the host vehicle will be 
when it has travelled the distance. This means that at any given instance, the first data 
processing apparatus will predict in which lane the host vehicle will be at some future 
time, when it has travelled the given distance from where it is at the given instance. 
This lane is the target lane. 

It is noted that the Examiner argues that the path projection for the host vehicle 
extends further than the distance to the target vehicle, and so the processor would be 
predicting the path of the vehicle at the distance to the target vehicle (see the section 2 
on page 3 of the Office Action dated July 21, 2008). However, this is not that which is 
claimed. The claims require that there is a prediction of a target lane at a distance, not 
simply a prediction of the path the vehicle is taking. The Examiner relies on Sawamoto 
at column 9, line 46 to column 10, line 1 1 to support his argument. 
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This portion of Sawamoto states "[the] positions of the vehicles are plotted in 
an absolute position system at successive times." Thus, the host vehicle Z knows its 
own position and that of two target vehicles P and Q. These are plotted at successive 
instances; no predictions are being made at this point. 

This portion of Sawamoto continues, "When the [host] vehicle Z makes a lane 
change, the processor may determine a preceding vehicle on a historical map 
representing such plotted positions of the vehicles Z, P, Q. The processor may 
estimate a future path for the [host] vehicle Z based upon a history of movement of the 
front [target] vehicles P, Q." So, in this step, the processor works out which vehicle is 
on the projected path, and also generates a predicted path for the host vehicle. Note 
that there is no prediction of a target lane, only a prediction of a path which appears to 
be independent of lanes. 

This portion of Sawamoto continues, "When making a lane change, the driver 
may temporarily interrupt the pursuit vehicle control mode, and may subsequently 
resume the pursuit mode by operating a resume switch". 

This therefore teaches that the following of the target vehicle by the host 
vehicle can be de- and re-activated, and so appears irrelevant to the novelty of the 
claims. 

This portion of Sawamoto continues, "Alternatively, when a lane change is 
made, the processor may automatically interrupt the pursuit vehicle control mode, and 
subsequently resume the pursuit vehicle control mode when the driver operate [sic] the 
resume switch." This, again, relates to controlling whether the host vehicle follows 
the target vehicle, and so appears irrelevant to the novelty of the claims. 

This portion of Sawamoto continues, "The vehicle control system according to 
the illustrated embodiment estimates a future path for its own vehicle and uses the 
estimated future part to determine a preceding vehicle." This again repeats the fact 
that the system predicts a path for its vehicle, but there is still no disclosure of 
determining a target lane as claimed. 

This portion of Sawamoto continues, "However, the vehicle control system may 
be arranged to estimate a future lane for its own vehicle and use the estimated lane to 
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determine a preceding vehicle." This is the closest Sawamoto comes to being relevant 
to the claimed invention. A prediction of a target lane is made, and the target lane is 
used to determine the next vehicle ahead of the host vehicle in that lane. However, 
Sawamoto is silent as to how this is achieved. As indicated above, the identical 
invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the claim, Richardson 
v Suzuki Motor Co., 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989), and there is no such 
detail in Sawamoto. There is no disclosure of the fact that the target lane should be 
predicted by predicting the lane in which the host vehicle will be when it has travelled 
the distance to the target vehicle. It is not, therefore, a target lane as defined by the 
claim, as it does not represent a prediction of the lane in which the host vehicle will be 
when it has travelled the distance to the target vehicle. 

When working out the target lane, the device of Sawamoto makes no 
consideration of the distance from the host vehicle to the target vehicle. The processor 
of Sawamoto can issue a lane change signal, which means that a lane change is 
currently happening. This is described in the first paragraph of column 8, which 
discusses that "the processor decides whether its own vehicle is making a lane 
change." Note how this is a determination of whether a lane change is currently 
happening. 

Similarly, the lane change signal is generated, according to column 6, lines 43 
to 46, based upon the yaw rate or steering angle of the host vehicle. The lane change 
signal, which is the only basis on which the processor of Sawamoto could be said to be 
doing any prediction of a target lane, thus has no dependency on the distance of the 
host vehicle to a target vehicle, and so Sawamoto is not predicting a target lane in 
which the host vehicle will be located when the host vehicle has travelled along the 
projected path by the distance to the host vehicle. Sawamoto does not therefore 
disclose the first data processing apparatus claimed. 

Notwithstanding the above, with respect to the second processing apparatus 
claimed, the first data processing apparatus is required by claim 1 to compare the 
position of the target vehicle with the position of the target lane. 
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The device of Sawamoto does determine the position of the target vehicle. 
However, there is no comparison of that position with that of the target lane (that is, 
the lane in which the host vehicle will be when it has travelled down the projected path 
by the distance to the target vehicle). 

The Examiner relies upon column 7, lines 38 et seq. as showing this feature; 
this merely describes that the processor plots the position of the target vehicle relative 
to the host vehicle and the projected path for the host vehicle. Column 9, lines 43 et 
seq. are also relied upon by the Examiner. Sawamoto describes the processor as 
determining a future lane for the vehicle. However, this is not a prediction of the 
target lane as required by the present claims, because it is not a prediction of the target 
lane in which the vehicle will be when it has travelled the distance to the target 
vehicle. Therefore, there is no comparison as required by the claims, and so 
Sawamoto does not disclose the second data processing apparatus claimed. 

Given that two elements required by the claims are absent from the teaching of 
Sawamoto, the rejection of the claims under 35 U.S. C. § 102(b) is clearly 
inappropriate. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has not shown that Applicants' argument that 
Sawamoto does not disclose the first data processing apparatus configured to predict 
a target lane in which the host vehicle will be located when it has traveled along the 
projected path by the distance to the target object is incorrect and in fact Applicants f 
arguments still hold good. Sawamoto does not disclose the first data processing 
apparatus as claimed and so cannot be used to show that the claims lack novelty 
under 35 U.S.C. §102. 

If an independent claim is allowable, then any claim depending therefrom is 
allowable. In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Claims 2-5, 
7-14 and 17-19 depend from claim 1 and should be allowable for at least the same 
reasons as claim 1 . 

In view of the above remarks, Applicants have shown that the drawings show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims, that the application meets the 
enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112. Further, the claims are in proper form for 
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allowance, and the invention, as defined in the claims herein, is neither disclosed nor 
suggested by the references of record. A Notice of Allowance is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



/Gregory W. Robinette/ 
Gregory W. Robinette 
Reg. No. 56,117 

MacMillan, Sobanski & Todd, LLC 
One Maritime Plaza, Fifth Floor 
720 Water Street 
Toledo, Ohio 43604 
(419)255-5900 



15 



ItoMM* oM'^ng, trtger&eror w 

43830555^^1^ ^«r^ .*>5- It Hip a, proper. .Afttt 




J^pil^n^iBigJfis ThcVc/b is: depart, of flpe.Wh 



taedTiiMfoh aftdl lJ^0&fr 



sKi^'leaed either tu ari arivob-or to* M^M*^ 

^^SSS^WvL *<r Tbe^ffuo^ nnr ^LprmJu^- 

SsiSS" cg-.The En/Die* nWea which or* prOpar i* 
Kemifci^lfil»«ca»»e-ptdicaiL«c and: moral. • . 

ifSSrtlyety. 5Sa* a& •.BB9S"^ f»J»* 
k$lC£ffi% '$ *o\in or pranotw used pwiyraUv.Bty- 

TM^rWfc ltv i6thr C fridicaimtr, **''?~*™Z 
SZM^'ptfctaimer, praisrainpublu?; fn-lateffliff 

zna&M ,: W- who. or- that winch predicatei*.- • 
■ r * pfateBiol- friar. 




Tli.' _^ c^4^ ur TbtUu*n. Mate* t M»J« 



mKiiimd Supenour X»tmi*n. Collaifc; 
1 1 c . pari £i/cr «V Prvgr,. Glmgw at A IM»mtm_ -, i -^ cr 

ZKt >T«e. -S«^ CA^'iV. (gftlft The fine px^ 

iq^<*vWnU.y:et01^»nbuiT. ' / 

.• -t b«. •'Orre' wiio itgwrEB, to aG^cpte«; , w^r^' • • 

.aW^HfifcWBrt; «..*•-.'•••".• ' " ,f 

'^iSi.'^B.'^inp^ £7>«fr- ^wk. jtfTancriDnal^ a wurd 

rdxeate for a «nr«»c©> , "". : * , > *, " ' 

' ^iffSo'ffltwi BtowiXB in PbK Bourne Lacib &B?6yZ v. ajf 

ditmori w (sec ncxO + -AL.] ^ PuBDKhVTOKt a. t, 
Wr&Mttc niomiaJ of pr^cxtiiriAl.fsictllfince... ,3791 G. 



jfcird (,Godef:V.J '" : ' . 

uror'pcrtaTni'nir to a'p.rcadier 



prwctittgt 2 '* 




pardoftwU • " , * 

: jai ' UhffrscferWbf bcimt ptoda-tmett'or cried op. 

R^ratoey-wrjVbrtwir.... ... : m ,-*. ri ~, * ^ . ... 

"tflrS,' (Ibo'adi; DSfitftf&wA) Onc cogpgea m 




P;6lilai^3tiorl , | , pablfcc dcclBratton. ■ . 4 

' «6v ^//*tw- Kor^ (Suttr^) 6a 'Fop .oa madfi wrthD 

Batvirw ofthe* Ewhequer, .hnre ia tkir prr^Jcmrure-moJfc 

drclawfc lhaJi tbo*ParliAianor 19 tiiauot*TKL 

fPreOtot^. 01*. nre-K tad. ^4™*** 
urn thai whicli ia'ArttoWj prfcfJiptiorr: cL Y. frMt 
£obs-f<mr» *ri&cf)& Aprediptiojfc. . .. 
\cxt*» SiUKa. Son*. S« } fortji^ " 
Oisay with »r««ar*C it ehal- goc v^d Byofcprodict that.I 
in he*u<ftt findc .v '' 

•E-cetiict (pdfflrtct), J^to. ^ I^^ , -fi 5r 

dieted. (In quoL-panst- afl.^^/rf^ » 
fe ! ptioS, human paia»c,JR««i>ci.of cvwy w<irld.arid piMlJcn^ 
fe-Pifflaifrtj -CprrdrittV, «. Also fi^pr®^ ff. X- 
%b*^« ppL'Btan'o/iVari^^r to Day 1 before baiid, 
Wtefi, VivV notice of, juLwae/e&ftrg.^f. ^P^- 

CC F. jrtHirs 'to foroleJli. tbiesiy r prcsiffci aiia^fl, 
nmphtaic^CCotgr.idnV lL>r*<W ^ fort tell, t^proptoc; 
to iitt oTo. tbitiB.befcref b com to passe \ CETocw rfi^JJ^ vBerc 

ppl^aflj, **btn much carTlcr uw iwnlkt^ko 

it nppwirr itr* Baue^'x7ai.2 1 . 

f K^raw. To.ninttiroD. prcmoncty itf b drscoursc 
or tfccohic«it; fA/f V*oVa. . ♦ •. 

S: To fbrerriJ jjfopJt^fiSF, Jumo-on« bsfcnewind'Cfan 
ercnt,. ctc4- ' Wfih. rimplcj oBJ; or d^L cttasa^ " 



Wcsiu^ait lio^-Gsm^ o^oV by*imd.i¥^ m ^ 
tuhkh w«t Jour: beTorc predicted" li>.us .by tht.propbcla, 
C 2JTw^c ZAn^icftrUl To ptophegv JdoL 50 ^ nwrh 
Kpe«dictir»£ £uiMrB.thfna^iitby:p«aafan£ iheevednjiing 

b«aTr'op'n=^ ;sra » n '^ n '»« *■ ??Jteriafe 

•Solltliore. aBftd.- F. TtawrtP JTeter* Tf^-jr. * ^ 4«W 
5ft How oft«J\ on- obdezwean prwfcctn nau's actions better 
lhan jhcrinan'himselL--/' > ■ .*.'"*., . " 
1 a* i»rr^ .To'-fltttfbrcEtictipn r to prophesy 

fitftnc« r aa filled evww. one*. with fcbo ub^t.-astoajiboiem: 
3Ko3a=: CK*m£et£'txatyIX.**S Ko^cajf-piedict 
&s «> cht lenptb of htr life. • * ' : 

+ -A?«iT Capn&Ie of iftwg,pr^Bcte* oc forttog, 

fltoSef sBSa Wfcf(N.YJ» Oct., Thp iimrUoFp5«iiEt. 
nblc-wenlheB changes varies frprn tvo to lour 00-5^% . • 

Hcbcc «offUxtabi'Ai^. • . • • • . ; ' ' 

*Stt. B*lf« * IV; Sjt 6*3' <T&75>400 ^ho 

at prtvScirt (set 3Pssoto* «)-t-^J i^T ■ .; 
'f-lJ B6far^ memiouod, afotesi^ . : 

Tho sSirle", •Stipends °c fto oFtbt predicted ptxaqpav 

SS i praidictodn oriOW rtheavwT dl6llllW''¥ratejt 

a ProphcrsiedVftrttol^ rt^poirtted teforfcttand- 

^S! Mod- At the predicted bourtbe eclipse- coot pfecc/ 

dktion-vnr H'sir/fc^ before, prttttfsitJg:, PTT^tloxy 

A. of ■acd.oJhJC',^^^ K> F^Mpip;*'. c ^ 

^^«w(:^64ll ^ cli.};^• v- < * : . .. . • ••■ 

»1. The- Kcfcloo-of predtetirfr «~ ft*ttcBii>g:;Wt«rtr 
cvent&; al5o>.an imtaocer of this r , ft 'pro^l^F> : * ; 
x<6T- Fmucrr ^/«> AntiproHnosticDti f ;thAt" & ^to f 



Inuectiuc aanynst ihe> uame, and vnp*o6riOHo TPrqfllCMpRJ- 
of the. A^foloKinov.w .Noaitodamt «c^. piiaUicd , out 

madftf' tfo accouoJ oF tbair preiiiclnjn. l^, 2 /^ *^ 
Fro pteac* { A'rb . r 577-!) ronmsi bird Pirdi ccm ns 0 FAiJtTTjrdgic 

^(eW. -rfocordihe to *ne JPretoioT!.- oT; thr Prophet 

predTcted tbat -Arnltairdbm-woDJd; raise sorrit dFfficulty; 
The' prrdfbtnin proWfl mrrtcfL iBtfr jVini Dec. 4^ Ap 
iuubor who evidently identifies prophecy wich ptedJCfton; ' 
: '^B : AppTrc(ri6 , a f portent or omon- <?fe\ rare. 

thcRt PredieeioTOAre'to-theiwarid/m genceall, aa to Oesar, 
■ • + A. 3tateitr«iti trfsde bcroTehancL Cfe H?rtf:' • 

I <W*W. TUWitYT "tn Srrinafsr Z'rtZ fvbTL J)' t hop* it 
jJirfn not be*$ard..tf^n£ l J'ou'■cIL^• ntcnsrr fii^pretbcooojC, -ar 
I- triboeous; who hevi^abifftfd-hitw.Qrd yV. . , 



■otutiinfi: iSem PriedleAMJ or PrwdiCMonti. ., . 



« Eb£DJCt»sU -f BroOiictiiinttal o^. ^r., of, y>tr~ 
tKlnin? tOv flctjf the'DHtnrc.of pwiictlan, ■■ ' 

«lS6*i FutC*n' WerUucs. Qxfortk (k66o) ii./^ao, f-eWeiv*-' 
k prbpfrrly^.'^COd-thr cont«ta ^WixP.SbhirftW.aiwi 
SchalaWwbicb: wart "obfrCTVe^ predicunaah. oi if. IhcU^ 
(mimodaer wtpe the IrifUx" of iho Volutne of the Land.- 

What ltfB , *dc«p'SodtJb^jnyer' pxedicUbn'd bofortr lb Jcsat, fte* 
jjpvr cald for in oatftcat. 



f JPr&di'atioua,fl, ObfrTarc—K ff.PlUJuicmaw;: 
eee -lOiraJ Giving- predictionr-i prop^cj pbr», 
leD,fcoui r ominoxis, ' ... . *'•'! 

A «rangr prediexzous Sttu^. tang since- foutid. OIK tiy;lca*awj^ 
Tlcho-braehy J « T^cbo. BrnbeJ. . , . 

, Pr.edictlTf6 .(pr/JWctiv^ a- [juL late: 1^ firm* 
iljetfvui fo/etftUft&'progni^tieii'rLtig, f_.^fc<fiV^> 
hoc P,REWCt sir J .ttiuL >-rv^.J Hfl.viflg.tbc bbftracler 
or quality ofpredTciiotg? lndiavtTye: of tbe. futuifi- , 
' i6s$ PtusUBOH CnW fi. 150- Thero-. In- se*rcc an ' J^ciiob 
tfhlch u hot tfloarly ptwictfveo/ oo^'Stt^ffca^ r^r CoarpBjr 
Otbsi* flMF3" -HCrdy 'nam eroua Hotter 10 tbe baalrrtrt'OP tf*y 
KofiHUpredertrrej'.ifl^--«i W. Jrving WetferfjrR.tr, txbsst 
^o-'TbAi*Bare/ur>and 'Uvitl tint prrt4ictive of' a storm. ' a&?B 
Ci ^waoWi?>^ro. Ckritf \\: 36 TJjmg the word pnrpHecy 
fn/ iorpred^rVe kenpe:' * * 
' "to. ^Applied' to Vac fotoxr ttrrec vlicn- it nifrpiy; 
AfiSfcrti', wftfeoiit a/iv adik1\5FUii^6rvTU *t obtigo-tipn,*. 
Bb«tha« Gvwtu Tif^j VIXL-jes^ 

tonscquen'cr of tbli modificattonj if required' to be ,d&» 
trnffiulhetf •mta'' two "species,— r. The wxnply 'predictivtJ 
future; a.Theotoniinalive foaat^. styr T-jwm*iu ^<oj-. Manjr r \ 
Uflio^^ Tlfc predictive: fu«UDt,— / fejke*t^ m*aro 
lixnplu- tr^.tkcacxukcc.Wtil: be pr*3CIU-. ^Taor pfoml ftfll VO. 
future*— Jotttl ^-/A*r*..ifi«n« thai hO'lmtodft btlDit'io^*! 
.Henc^ yeoAirotLvely <9dto: h ini& predictrra ^naua^er 
or farm', by w&y. of.poedjktioji i i^.^«tilr»itii*< 

I who dtd'tba^ Lknpu? S^iW'ouss.MaDBathera gEEdistivety, 
*0i'8" CI STANiibar* S?Fn5s(j$ri*C viv AhacipaimE. tlie dtvy- 
in wliich «re live; nnd prtiurtiUery 'ameaiant'or'pb^istiaiti 
A )onc rfapaa A B. I3A\fmso»fc£W Z^r/. ^rtJW>xui. (190^ 
^t7he*e)Bdi>eytheir-pTe<lkttrewe^con!ii9^ • • * 

t-rvbHttWy %tnt-n. /tdie. prviiditr^X seePBEDHTTtr. 
aud'-o^.J- One wbt> (or 'Char wiiich-) predicts or 

ftrreteiis.- ; , ' ■ M * ,;' u - . 

fifSX Hoatmi Lcomf/i* lil.'xixrti 324- J*r*ltfa£ffr„.*a 'fore- 

S^viw i>/^t,-P//rtriw5?r.Wks. , »755 ^t. 1. 16c JrVhetbar fio 
hath noL been die i^ause of tHii. poor oian 5 death, as wolr^iB 
rbo prcilreioV. TSgo-'R* P. Bo*-nnr*C«*r>; ;in"5>wf» 
Ge W . k V«r. XXIX. The Mannar « also a precbrtcJr anrf 
a mothsaryer. (Sfii pttttrQ&ft.G- 7 itpV 0 /' 0 Official. pae. 
dieter of the weather hi Xh V l?nli*d State?., xpor Ctmi^J r 
R*p, Apr. 34$Ta tf baromirfftjc^ a prcdleu», w/e^p^ivtTri 

see-ORT -3 Of or pertaimnp ta a. predict or; ift.vb>g^ 
the qiraHtr of predittitigr,. {jrefliccivtn 

SB. deeerving, f 

A'lfiSt'FuLUirii, ^, - 
K^W0e«mrijriim]P«Oph^a^ha3 Pon t-canve cb cir giveii hirov 
tti trredrctory oF Uuwe Vietflriei ha, AAerwd* got? 
»aavW/«^e/.II. x^lahblUsrorrt wafll^.any prediciofv 
mftTrmalioft frorv snck scratch Mi&krS. 1^49 /ff^^f 
Afrty; XXXIK. 198 Argiuneots apamor tbo-paasiblllty^Ofc 
predictopy powez^- • •. * ' 

^xedflgaetrioi Bcc.rRBii'.A.^n • •. • 
^Iftfli^eet (ptmk^e-3^-,-<iaU)f,.^. 
j&,'I+-BicsaT'zr-;' cLIat^X. pnedrgrttus cbat.haa 
vVclT tfigesfed:]- /rortfc- To digest beforehand- (with, 
on'or.' I66a.'^"- P) ^ V° tr F stl (/ood^ 

beforc US Incro^ncti'otr into thc body.'by apro«ss- 
cimilnr. EoiicKgesriDny ita. order . to' render . it easily 
d^ratibfc: -Also /S>. • Hence F*t>AigC'*lB&J>rt> a. 

'i663 ficdrUf-'OSwT JUird PfixCoXil- Abpj*3Jf i*i«»e 
fnferiuur* .to 'the Sair »mtSpiric of predigeaimi £lodd. 1840 
C**£. DicL. t Pr»<twgnti to- digest nrtortor less ronrohitcb 1 &y 
avilficlW rhean* beibns iiMroduetlotr into- "he body^ 
Wetl*rt,G*x.$ liayx4/z Bbairesp rare., was grappled. with, 
before our tl«nt,awf hj^hcea prediBotUjd.fo^UB, . # 
■Prrs^lg'eatioa tpr^idge'syar^r^-).. |LEBE- 
A. a + Di0EeTtO4r; so F.pr/argcshwj , . 

f 1. frttcnatnjre or ovcr-tauty digeation. ./Ifa-^ 4 
i6^-la-BACoK£»J.v JPjo>j/c*fArbJ o«- Afifccted.dlspatcK 
_b ia«-lbac.vhich .the' JbinioW' ealL. r>rof^M?« ; « 
hsutie ifoatiDnK vbbs^> is »ut«e to- fill ..ibt^ body fMll.«or 
CrudiM<^ «^*>u,o*«iciv of, dj^oi^ ^fl.F;htAMWW& 
Poexii'u. HfptYax: Seoming.-y I w„ whose basty VexwHeirtys 
4 Pro^ices tlufi Trv*^ Brain. . " _ - 

"^.'nigcetiQn'Cor foodj by mctwiaal mcwmTtJetore 
jiKrodociioa wto tbt stomach'; " ' 
Tjjto in Cent. J>to. «Bb7 AMM l rSr*fiMtff& 13s 
filler u/ trraeaFH^dflsrtrr o^ predKcniup, ebould be.veev 
Kraduftlly-. W^nedr -,w> -CWi.^V- ?aB Milk canpfot r^fr 
Sfery;bo rubmtUcd.fcr any B\=ar.. lB nf lh ofciina pre- 

d !|?eafffeitiil* •-dOaatatorr ieeTW^ B» A: 4 b. 
.|liEredii^tV(pJc«i^oj^ A^o PEoaiewV 
fDu.r sec;PEfBr>lcAdaTL]t ' Tnmisletror rhe Bnti2b. 
^ro^e3tiuii:!cBTTrGb:,.csp'. , in Sbuth'A^"^ * 

vii pUced die-'mSiiisier dbn prwiicnntKT „ iN& 'Mocr/iT 
{b jD/z^y /r^ux a+ Feb. Otooc) 6Yr TlJey Fiave- a ^eaaon/ of 
ieb>rott«Wnowrea"^cuTlet£TronTflne ^lbrea>nd theo-mnenuJt 
niidlkAntft, ia4^S.Vnan HAce&iiib;/r4/it^V ifVr V^wr 
6iW. the Picdicsuvt, JkFv'ajes waroed ln»r «C*l0flt ireklnu^* 
noflh. " I9?S J'&erutuni9$ Feb. V^Vp The Ikst of tt aUete* 
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